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Introduction
Appellant Jeremy Everett, a student at Utah Valley University on a rugby
scholarship, was involved in drugs; the victim owed him a drug debt, and Mr.
Everett made a bad decision that landed him with kidnapping and aggravated
robbery charges. After pleading guilty, the district court sentenced Mr. Everett to
consecutive terms of imprisonment. However, the district court abused its
discretion because it did not fully realize Mr. Everett's potential and rehabilitative
needs.

Issue Presented
Issue: Did the district court abuse its discretion when it imposed
consecutive terms of imprisonment?
Standard of Review: This Court reviews a decision to impose
consecutive terms of imprisonment for an abuse of discretion. State v. Gray,
2016 UT App 87, ,r 23, 372 P.3d 715
Preservation: This issue is preserved. (R. 162.)

Statement of the Case
1.

Mr. Everett Pleads Guilty
The State charged Mr. Everett and three other co-defendants with multiple

counts of aggravated kidnapping and aggravated robbery, and one count of

<i>
1
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possession of a firearm by a restricted person. (R. 33-37.) The State alleged that
in December 2017, a man arranged a meeting with one of the co-defendants to
purchase drugs and a gun. (R. 37.) However, the man owed a drug debt to Mr.
Everett and others, and the co-defendant alerted Mr. Everett and the others
about the meeting. (R. 37.) According to the State, when the man arrived at the
meeting, Mr. Everett and the co-defendants assaulted and robbed him and the
other individuals who were in the car with the man. (R. 37-38.) The State
asserted that Mr. Everett threatened the man with a knife, hit him with a golf
club, and helped dump a bottle of ammonia over his head. (R. 37-38, 169-70.)
Mr. Everett pleaded guilty to one count of kidnapping and one count of
aggravated robbery, and the remaining charges were dismissed. (R. 47.)
2.

The District Court Sentences Mr. Everett to Consecutive Terms
During the sentencing hearing, Mr. Everett's attorney informed the court

that Mr. Everett had reached out to a two-year work program that would be a
better alternative for him than prison. (R. 161.) Alternatively, Mr. Everett's
attorney asked that if the court sent Mr. Everett to prison that his terms run
concurrently. (R. 162.)
Mr. Everett also addressed the court. He took full responsibility for his
actions. (R. 166.) He acknowledged that he was on probation when the incident
occurred. (R. 167-68, 170.) He also informed the court that he was a student at
Utah Valley University and was on a rugby scholarship; he regretted his actions
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because he "act[ed] out on impulse" and everything got "out of control." (R. 167.)
He told the court that he started selling marijuana because he could not get a job
since he had a felony on his record. (R. 169.) The victim stole $1,600 from him
and told him, "I have it and if you want it you['re] going to have to come get it,
but I'll kill you before you do." (R. 169.)
The court then proceeded to sentence Mr. Everett. It noted that the only
mitigating factor was Mr. Everett's age-he was 19 years old. (R. 172.) Mr. Everett
had some adult criminal history but extensive juvenile court history. (R. 172.) The
court also noted that the crimes were very serious. (R. 172-73.) The court then
sentenced him to five years to life imprisonment for both charges, to run
consecutively. (R. 99, 173.)

Summary of the Argument

The district court abused its discretion when it sentenced Mr. Everett to
consecutive terms of imprisonment. Although the district court considered the
gravity of the offense and Mr. Everett's history and rehabilitative needs, it did not
fully realize the potential Mr. Everett had, nor did it realize that the better
punishment was for Mr. Everett to receive concurrent terms.

3
41)
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Argument
1.

The District Court Abused Its Discretion by Imposing
Consecutive Sentences
The district court imposed two consecutive sentences in this case, and that

was an abuse of discretion.
Appellate courts will "not overturn a sentence unless the trial court has
abused its discretion, failed to consider all legally relevant factors, or imposed a
sentence that exceeds legally prescribed limits." State v. Gray, 2016 UT App 87, ,r
23, 372 P.3d 715 (quotation omitted). Along those lines, "a court abuses its
discretion in imposing consecutive sentences only if no reasonable person would
take the view adopted by the sentencing court." Id. (quotation omitted and
cleaned up).
Courts may sentence defendants to consecutive terms of imprisonment,
even for offenses arising out of the same criminal episode. Utah Code § 76-3401(1), (5). However, in deciding whether to impose consecutive or concurrent
terms, the district court must consider "the gravity and circumstances of the
offenses, the number of victims, and the history, character, and rehabilitative
needs of the defendant." Utah Code § 76-3-401(2).
In this case, the district court sentenced Mr. Everett to two consecutive
terms of imprisonment for his guilty pleas to kidnapping and aggravated robbery.
The consecutive sentences were an abuse of discretion.
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Admittedly, the district court did consider the gravity of Mr. Everett's
offense and his history and rehabilitative needs. Mr. Everett did have a significant
history of juvenile offenses, and he committed the offenses here at the young age
of 19. (R. 172-73.)
But what the court did not fully realize is despite his troubled history, Mr.
Everett still managed to become a student at a four-year university and earn a
rugby scholarship. (See R. 167.) He was not so disconnected from society, strung
out on drugs, or so busy committing crimes that he could not manage to maintain
the necessary grades and skills to get into college. Yes, his actions were serious.
But Mr. Everett had a future ahead of him, and with some behavioral help, could
be quite successful. Sentencing him to consecutive terms, and keeping him in
prison until his late twenties, deprived him of time where he could be integrated
into society, learning valuable life and work skills, and supporting himself.
Nineteen-year-old Jeremy Everett realized that he made a terrible decision when
he harmed the victim, but his actions do not warrant consecutive prison terms.

Conclusion
Mr. Everett requests that this Court reverse his sentence.

DATED this 14th day of January, 2019.
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FOURTH DISTRICT COURT, PROVO DEPARTMENT
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1

PROVO, UTAH - JUNE 19,

2

JUDGE DEREK PULLAN
(Transcriber's note: Identification of speakers

3

4

may not be accurate with audio recordings)
PROCEEDINGS

5

6

THE COURT: Be seated.

7

MR. PAWELEK: Judge,

8

2018

good morning.

I'm ready on

Jeremy Everett, Judge.

9

THE COURT: Call the matter of State of Utah versus

10

Jeremy Daniel Everett. Did Mr. Everett receive a copy of the

11

pre-sentence addendum report?

12

MR. PAWELEK: Yes, Judge.

13

THE COURT: Are there any corrections that should be

14

made?

15

MR. PAWELEK: No,

16

THE COURT: You may speak to the recommendation.

17

MR. PAWELEK: If I may approach?

18

THE COURT: I've reviewed each of those letters.

19

MR. PAWELEK: Judge, there were also two letters

Judge.

20

sent -

I guess in anticipation for sentencing -

21

family.

22

parte communication. I

23

okay if you just read those?

from the

I did receive notice that they were sent back for ex
just wondered if the State would be

24

MS. RAGAN: Yes.

25

THE COURT: Would you?

(Inaudible).

1
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1

Okay. I've read both those letters.

2

MR. PAWELEK: Judge,

you know, this is a tough

3

situation that Jeremy created for himself. I mean he was a

4

participant and it was a violent offense and involved drugs,

5

and there were some weapons, and just, probably the most of

6

unsavory circumstances. And, you know,

7

young kid,

8

involved in drugs and it's just a recipe for disaster.

9

that the Court feels strongly about violent offenses,

I look at Jeremy,

a

gets involved with drugs and other people that are

10

should, and it's tough sometimes to not just say,

11

know,

I know
as it

look,

you

impose a prison term and send him on his way.
I do think where he is young, he is,

12

I think

13

impressionable at this stage in his life, and I think there's

14

alternatives to then just sending him to prison. I don't know

15

that prison,

16

prison two, three times,

17

up to them to continue the behavior that they're in or not.

18

But going up there, associating with the people up at the

19

prison,

20

know you hear that argument quite a bit.

I frankly see a lot of people that have been to
and four times. And it's ultimately

I don't know if that's the best place for him. And I

A couple things I want to just want to point out is

21
22

there are some viable alternatives. For instance, one is in

23

the jail,

24

know if you'd even be eligible for off-campus, but I

25

think that kids like Jeremy need to learn how to work. They

I think there's programs as far as - and I don't
just

2
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1

need to have a basic foundation on working, doing pro-social

2

things,

3

doing those things rather than engaging in, obviously,

4

criminal activity. Being around other people that -

5

think that the prison's atmosphere,

6

that's going to be something that helps him. And that there

7

is an element of rehabilitation that I still focus on.

8

probably more of that, the glass is half-full all the time. I

9

always try to look for the good in situations, but I try and

I

I

just

just don't know that

I'm

10

be realistic in certain,

11,

is a really egregious offense, he shouldn't have been there,

12

he shouldn't have participated, it's totally on him,

13

Judge,

14

doing things the right way, going to work,

15

from his work,

16

back.

17
~

seeing rewards of their labor, and gaining a habit of

I

in these types of situations. This

but,

just think, until he has the foundation built up of

I

seeing results

just think he's a guy that we see back and

He did reach out to a program called Red Barn,

18

which is a two-year work program. I think something like that

19

would be a lot better alternative to, then the prison.

20

think he needs to form new habits. He needs to be around

21

people that are trying to better themselves. I think he just

22

made poor choices in his associations and his extracurricular

23

activities. He levels, he matrixes out at three on the

24

matrix, that puts him at 96 months, eight years on this

25

offense. And I'm not saying that that's unreasonable,

I

but I

3

I

'---------------,10-i--J
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1

just think, Judge, there's better alternatives. We want to

2

see him make changes in his life and Red Barn program is a

3

work program. He spends two years working on a farm,

4

developing habits, developing characteristics which will aid

5

him later in life. I think between a solid regiment like that

6

and drug treatment,

7

long run than sent to prison.
If the Court does alternatively send them to

8
9

I think he's a lot better person in the

prison,

I'd ask that the accounts be run concurrently.

I

10

think this is, you know, been a big learning lesson for him

11

about how things can spiral out of control. And in talking

12

with him,

13

happened the way it did, but when you put yourself in a bad

14

situation stuff happens outside of your control and when

15

there's others involved and their actions,

16

together with complicit liability here in Utah and that's

17

something that he's learned.

18

I don't think the intent was to have all this

I mean it's lumped

I'd ask the Court to consider a program, a long-

19

term program like the Red Barn or alternatively a year in

20

jail with not seeing any credit for time served or any good

21

time. But allowing him to work at the jail, in JI, even if

22

it's on campus, but allowing him to work and start developing

23'

some characteristics and some habits that are going to be

24

better for him and for society in general. He has a great

25

family. He's had great family support throughout the entire
4
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1

time. He's just made some poor choices, but I know he has

2

good family support. And my experience has been that,

3

notwithstanding the terrible and egregious criminal activity

4

that he was engaged in, people that have good support and are

5

kind of confined for a period of time to develop some better

6

habits,

7

still room to salvage him and his behaviors in life. And so,

8

I would ask the Court to consider that. I know it's not

9

generally what happens in the circumstances. But I'd ask the

10

there's

Court to consider that type of a long work program.
THE COURT: Am I correct that aggravated kidnaping

11

12

I think that they're still salvage, you know,

has the six, ten or 15 discretion?
MR. PAWELEK: Well, and so this was a kidnaping, the

13
14

aggravater language was stricken. The reason it's a first-

15

degree felony is because of the gang enhancement for that

16

particular offense. So there's not a minimum mandatory on

17

this particular offense.

18

THE COURT: So, five to life?

19

MR. PAWELEK: Five to life.

20

THE COURT: And aggravated robberies,

21
22

23

five to life

as well.
MR. PAWELEK: Five to life as well, with no minimum
mandatories required.

24

THE COURT: Very good, thank you.

25

MS. RAGAN: One of the reasons that we did that, was
5
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1

to give them the opportunity - and we are asking that he be

2

sent to the prison - but to give them the opportunity up

3

there to show who they are. If they do well, and this

4

defendant and the others, the co-defendants, if they do well,

5

then they may have an opportunity to get out a little bit

6

early. It's kind of up to them. So, we wanted to give them

7

that opportunity and also those time ranges were more

8

consistent with what the victim was asking for. So,

9

of up to him.

10

it's kind

We are asking that he be sent to the prison. He was

11

on probation at the time that this occurred. And so that's

12

one of the aggravating circumstances. When he was

13

interviewed, he was one of the least forthcoming of those who

14

were interviewed, and took some time before he admitted his

15

role, and even then minimized his role in the incident.
I was looking at the sentencing guidelines with

16

17

regard to consecutive or concurrent, and the things that the

18

court has to consider. One is the gravity and circumstances

19

of the offenses. Certainly, these are extremely serious

20

offenses, he used a knife and besides participating in the

21

pouring of the chemicals and that on the victim's face,

22

it's extremely serious. There was a gun that was fired at the

23

scene.

so

24

The number of victims, we've talked a lot about

25

Tanner Woodhouse and what happened to him, but there were
6
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1

three other individuals in the car. One was only 14. They

2

were made to get out of the car, get on their knees,

3

their hands back and one of them indicated to me he thought

4

he was going to be killed.

and put

The 14-year-old, whose mother did not want him to

5

6

testify at the prelim, because she was hoping that the

7

defendants wouldn't recognize him, and that testifying at

8

prelim might give them the opportunity to see him again and

9

she was worried that they might retaliate or do something to

10

him. So they were extremely frightened,

11

this matter also.

12

and are victims in

And then the history, character, and rehabilitative

13

needs that the defendant, his history is not good.

14

his character's indicated not only by the incident, but the

15

fact that he was one of the least forthcoming when he talked

16

to the police. And I think,

17

him the opportunity not only to protect society, but for him

18

to show what kind of person he is,

19

already.

as I said,

I think

the prison can give

if he hasn't shown us that

20

THE COURT: Does any victim wish to be heard today?

21

MS. RAGAN: No, Mr. Woodhouse,

22

I think,

is in an

inpatient substance abuse program.

23

THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Everett, you have the right to

24

speak at your sentencing. You're not required to say anything

25

today, but if there's something you want to say you have my
7
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1

undivided attention.

2
3

~

DEFENDANT EVERETT: Yes,
read a letter to you,

Your Honor. I'd like to

if that's okay?

4

THE COURT: Very good.

5

DEFENDANT EVERETT: Your Honor, today is finally the

6

day for me to be sentenced, and I have had some time,

I have

7

some things on my mind I would like to express with you. For

8

first off, Your Honor,

9

you,

this is my second time going before

I can only imagine how it would be to be in your

10

position as a judge day in and day out, to see the same

11

person over and over when you have gave them numerous

12

chances.

13

With that said Your Honor, what I have to ask next,

14

I'm sure you hear all the time. Your Honor,

15

another chance. I understand that the charges that I am

16

facing are pretty severe and with that said I wanted to be

17

clear that I'm taking full responsibility for my actions and

18

choices that I made.

19

justifying whatsoever, but taking accountability.

20

Your Honor, over these last few months,

In this letter,

I am asking for

I'm not going to be

I've had

21

nothing but significant time to really think and ask myself,

22

do I really want this for myself? The answer is no,

23

Honor. What I want, Your Honor,

24

make my family happy and you happy by following the law, and

25

getting back into school and being successful.

Your

is to make myself happy and

8
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Your Honor, the things I did were very wrong and I

1
2

should've taken a completely different approach on it.

3

felt horrible for the things I have put the victim through

4

and the impact it probably put on him. Your Honor,

5

only asking for another chance, but giving my word to you, if

6

you don't send me to prison today, you'll see that I complete

7

probation successfully. I was doing fairly well while on

8

AP&P, checking in, reporting, and passing drug test.

9

it says that I did not comply with my TRC Group but what

I am not

I know

10

actually happened, Your Honor,

11

discontinued because of school. That is not really a valid

12

reason either, Your Honor, and I realize that,

13

freshman in college I was falling behind in school. And

14

missing out on practice for rugby. And rugby was one of my

15

scholarships I was using to help pay for my school.

is I was going and then

One other thing, Your Honor,

16

but as a

is I realize my

17

choices point and lead to prison behavior, but I am not a

18

dangerous person,

19

not think what the outcome could have been.

I

just decided to act out of control and

One of the biggest reasons I am afraid to go to

20

Gt

I have

21

prison,

is because I was attending UVU,

I have scholarships,

22

and I play rugby, those are things I was involved in that I

23

do not want to miss out on.

24

for the most part,

25

got threatened and decided to go out of control and hit up

I was being a successful citizen

just decided to act out on impulse when I

9
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1

old associates. I feel like attending an anger management

2

class and impulsive behavior class would help me, Your Honor.

3

If you look at my record you'll find that I'm not a violent

4

person, but someone who makes mistakes and realizes I need

5

help with the ways I was acting.
Again, Your Honor,

6

I am asking for another chance

7

by going back on probation and giving you my word that it

8

being completed successfully and going about my life

9

successfully. I'm asking for that because I really believe

10

probation, even though it's hard and I don't really like it,

11

I feel like it could help me. And going to prison will do

12

1

nothing for me, but leading me in and out and going back to

13

my old habits with gangs and becoming more criminalized.

14

I also have my own place to move into with the

15

mental health as well as a car and three family employment

16

opportunities that will lead me to staying busy and paying

17

off restitution.

18

Thank you,

19

THE COURT: Thank you, do you want me to make that a

20

Your Honor.

part of the record?

21

MR. PAWELEK: Yeah, that'd be good.

22

THE COURT: What do you mean when you say you were

23
24
25

threatened?
DEFENDANT EVERETT: Um, Your Honor,

I tried to

explain that, but talking to my counsel, he said it wouldn't
10
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1

be, it wouldn't be okay to go about trial just because I did

2

make certain admissions already. And what I mean by being

3

threatened is they all started over drugs, Your Honor. While

4

I was on AP&P, it was hard to get a job with a felony record.

5

And so,

6

house, and I notice $1600 was taken,

7

the report, but it was actually $1600 between me and my co-

8

defendant. And I hit him up about it,

9

my money's missing and you're the only one who knew about it,

I was selling marijuana and the victim, he was in my
I know it says 500 in

I said, Hey, man, so,

10

and he says, Yeah,

11

have to come get it, but I'll kill you before you do.

12

I have it and if you want it your going to

And so, he hit me up and said, meet me here,

and

13

that's why I don't understand why the kidnaping followed but

14

he kind of explained it to me. Because the victim knew, knew,

15

like he was willing to meet us, and stuff. And what I thought

16

was gonna happen is I'd just get my money, and if not, maybe

17

I was going to throw some hands with him, and that's it. But

18

then like my counsel said, when I go with intent to do

19

something that's already, um,

20

guess, already bad, then it's going to lead to bad behaviors,

21

but I wasn't planning to have it all end up like that.

22

I don't know how to say it,

I

And it also says in there that I was pouring fluid

23

on him. I didn't do that at all,

I was handed a knife and I

24

stuck it in the ground and began hitting the victim. And then

25

I hit him with the shaft of a golf club, um, but yes ...
11
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1

MR. PAWELEK: We had multiple discussions, Judge,

2

unfortunately all the people involved were involved in drugs,

3

and it was,

4

received the beating,

5

involved in drugs and stuff like that. And so, and I know

6

there were some threats that went both ways,

7

him the elements of the crimes and how the courts at a higher

8

level have viewed the separation of assaults and kidnapings,

9

(inaudible) merger issues or anything like that. And so, we

10

I understand there is a victim who, you know,
I guess. But they were all kind of

I explained to

ultimately resolved it this way.

11

But there's a lot more behind the scenes I think

12

than the court just, in the reports and on the face of

13

things.

14

fighting over drugs. And that's what happens when you're in

15

that line of behavior,

stuff happens like that and - but it's

16

not acceptable. But I

just wanted the Court to kind of get an

17

idea of everything that was going through Mr. Everett's life

18

at that point.

19

It was all a bunch of kids involved in drugs,

DEFENDANT EVERETT: And, Your Honor,

if I may add

20

one more thing? Um,

21

heavy on me, Your Honor, and there's really significant,

22

serious charges and especially doesn't look good me getting

23

new charges while on probation. And I'm sitting here asking

24

for probation back, and I know that doesn't look good when,

25

in your eyes you're probably like, why should I give you

just, I know these things weigh pretty

12
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1

another chance when you did all this violent stuff while I

2

already gave you a chance on probation? And I clearly see

3

that, Your Honor.

4

go back to hitting up old associates, my pattern goes bad.

5

And that's why with your help, Your Honor,

6

and willing to follow probation and complete it successfully.

7

Getting back into school, moving out of Utah County,

8

of these papers,

9

health,

And it's just my thinking patterns when I

I am determined

and one

I don't know if you got them, but the mental

I think its called the JT program. They said as soon

10

as I get out they could help me with housing and I was

11

looking into getting into SLCC instead of UVU,

12

one of my Rugby coaches, he tried to write a letter to the

13

court, but I guess its conflict of interest because he works

14

at a juvenile detention, and I guess they go through the same

15

[inaudible] as the court, and he can't. But ...

just because

~

16

THE COURT: Okay.

17

DEFENDANT EVERETT: Your Honor, pretty much just my

18

last words is, if I was given another chance, even though

19

these are really serious charges,

20

wouldn't see me back in this courtroom except completing

21

probation successfully. Staying in school, and going back to

22

my life, staying away from drugs, and getting out of this

23

environment into a new environment and I have a house ready

24

for me already for that.

25

I would,

I would, you

THE COURT: Okay.
13
I

I
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1

DEFENDANT EVERETT: Thank you, Your Honor.

2

THE COURT: Thank you.

3

Thi~ matter comes before the Court for sentencing.

4

Mr. Everett has been convicted of kidnaping, a first-degree

5

felony; and aggravated robbery, a first-degree felony.

6

only mitigating factor in the case is the defendants' age, he

7

is 19 years old.

8

criminal history, as set forth in the report, an extensive

9

juvenile court history.

The

He does not have - he does have some adult

The gravity, Mr. Everett, the gravity of this

10
11

offense is significant. As I mentioned to your co-defendant

12

last week,

13

years. And before that,

14

that time, these events are some of the most cruel and

15

violent offenses that I have seen in the time that I've been

16

on the bench and also, as a prosecutor.

~

17

I've been a district court judge for more than 15
10 years as a prosecutor. And in all

You've associated yourself with violent street

18

gangs since the time you were 14 years old. You were on

19

probation at the time of this event.

20

There is evidence that this event was planned,

that

21

you lured the victim to this place with the intent to

22

intimidate and assault and rob him. You assaulted him with a

23

fixed blade hunting knife, and you beat him 20 times with the

24

shaft of a golf club. And then you have the torture of him,

25

pouring of ammonia over his head,

covered in a bag. Mr.
14
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1

Woodhouse is lucky that he lived through this event.
In addition, there were three other persons who

2
3

were intimidated, terrorized during the course of this.

4

Police recovered soiled clothing from this area.
Your criminal history,

5

if your past is the best

6

evidence of what you intend to do in the future,

7

would suggest that you are a career criminal. Um, and you

8

have certainly exhibited violent character on this event.
Having said that,

9

your history

I agree with your counsel that you're

10

in need of rehabilitation. And those needs are there. Sadly,

11

I tried to address those a year ago, you know that I made

12

great efforts to try to find a situation that would work for

13

you. And the question is where will those rehabilitative

14

needs best be met?
Your decisions on this date are mystifying to me.

15
16

You had, you're playing college sports on a scholarship. You

17

had a world of opportunity open to you and you've squandered

18

that.
Having weighed those aggravating and mitigating

19

20

factors,

it's the judgment of the Court that the defendant

21

serve not less than five years, and which may be for life in

22

the Utah State prison, as to kidnaping; that he serve not

23

less than five years and which may be for life on aggravated

24

robbery. I will order that those sentences run consecutive to

25

each other. You have 30 days to appeal the sentence of the
15
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1

court. There's a $43 security fee on each count.
My hope Mr. Everett is that you'll go to the

2
3

prison, and you'll decide to come out a different man. You

4

will have opportunities for education there and treatment

5

there. The board will be watching to see whether you're going

6

to do hard time or whether you're serious about making a

7

change in your life. And in that sense, how long you stay at

8

the prison, really can be determined by you. If you go there

9

and you become a problem inmate who associates with gang

10

members and violence there, the board will say, you know, he

11

should stay longer. But if you show them that you're

12

committed to making a change, and they can decide what five

13

to life ultimately means.
You have 30 days to appeal this sentence of the

14

15

court.

16

In the other case the defendant is in violation of

17

the terms and conditions of his probation. I will order that

18

the sentence on the class A misdemeanor in case 0859 be

19

satisfied. Order that he serves zero to five years in the

20

Utah State Prison on the theft by receiving stolen property

21

count. And I will order that the sentence in case ending 052

22

run concurrent with the prior sentence, the zero to five.

23
24
25

Unpaid fines and fees are referred to the Office of
State Debt Collection.
MS. RAGAN: The restitution we didn't address.
16
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1

THE COURT: Restitution will remain open for ...

2

MS. RAGAN: One was for the vehicle was $1665 and

3

4
~

then, yeah for Mr. Woodhouse, we'd ask that that stay open.
THE COURT: Yep. Yeah, restitution is referred to

5

the Office of State Debt Collection in case ending 0859.

6

Restitution will remain open in case ending 4052 for a period

7

of 90 days from today's date.

8

[Inaudible conversation]

9

THE COURT: How long has he been in? How many days?

10

MR. PAWELEK: About seven months or so.

11

MS. RAGAN: I think it was in the report.

12

THE COURT: 290. I will order that he receive credit

13

for 290 days served in case ending 4052.

14

COURT CLERK:

15

THE COURT: Yeah, it is. Thank you.

16

(Whereupon the hearing was concluded)

(Inaudible).

17
18
19
20
21

22

23
24
25

(Transcript completed on August 18, 2018).
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